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Child and Young Adult 1998 Data Rel ease

The 1998 NLSY79 Child and Young Adult data, collected from
NLSY79 not hers and their children, will soon be rel eased on CD
ROM This cohort includes two age groupi ngs based on the age of
each child on Decenber 31 of the survey' s cal endar year.
Chil dren ages 14 and under as of that date are part of the
NLSY79 child group, while those ages 15 and ol der are desi gnated
NLSY79 young adult nmenbers. (In 1998, young adults were not
surveyed if they had reached age 21 by the interview date.) The
1998 survey gathered i nformati on about 4,924 children and 2, 143
young adults, or 92.2 percent of the children and 70.2 percent
of the young adults born to NLSY79 nothers who were interviewed.
This article first lists the various survey instrunents
adm ni stered in 1998 and describes differences fromthe 1996
questionnaire. It then discusses the young adult geocode version
now bei ng created and concludes with informati on on how to

obtain these data and t he acconpanyi ng docunent ati on.



| nt er vi ew cont ent

The Children of the NLSY79 survey involved five different
instrunments. For children ages 14 and younger, two of these were
adm nistered to the NLSY79 nother: the nother suppl enent and
sections of the child supplenent. The first gathered the
not her’ s responses to various child behavi or and devel opnent
scales, as well|l as details about the child s schooling and
fam |y background. The conputer-adm nistered child suppl enment
asked the nother to provide information on the child' s
background, health, and schooling and included various child
assessnments. A paper self-adm nistered suppl enent, covering
attitudes and behaviors, was given to children ages 10 to 14.
Chil dren who woul d be at |east 15 years old by the end of the
survey year, but had not reached age 21, were given the
conput er - assi sted young adult survey, an NLSY79-style interview
t hat asked about their social, economc, and denographic
characteristics. This group also conpleted the young adult self-
report booklet, which inquired about a variety of attitudes and
behavi ors.

The nost inportant distinction between the 1998 and
previ ous data collections is that, in 1998, young adults who had
reached age 21 by the survey date were not eligible for
interview. Previous child and young adult surveys interviewed

all children of NLSY79 nothers regardl ess of age. However, the
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information collected in the 1998 survey was essentially the
sanme as that gathered in 1996, with only a few m nor question
changes.

The child assessnents, an integral part of this survey,
remai ned unchanged except for one age range. The Peabody Picture
Vocabul ary Test-Revised (PPVT-R) was adm nistered only to
children ages 4 to 5 and 10 to 11. Al the other assessnents
given in 1998 foll owed the sane pattern as the prior 1996
survey. Ages of children eligible for assessnents in the various
survey years are listed in chapter 4 of the NLS Handbook

The other topic areas were not changed for this child
survey. These included background, health, and schooling in the
child supplenment. As in 1996, the child self-adm nistered
suppl enment (ages 10 to 14) asked detail ed questions concerning
several areas: interaction with parents, school and activities,
enpl oynent, religion, friendships and peers, substance use,
dating and rel ati onshi ps, sex education, and conputer use.

The young adult survey, using questions simlar to those
posed in 1996, asked about enploynent, education, health, famly
rel ationships, financial issues, mlitary service, and
attitudes, as well as other topics. The self-adm ni stered
suppl enment for this group included questions about the youths’

conput er use, substance use, attitudes and expectations, sexual



education and experiences, crimnal activities, hone and famly

envi ronnent, and ot her topical areas.

Child and Young Adult CD-ROMs and docunentation

Like the | ast data release in 1996, the 1998 Child and Young
Adult CD-ROM contains data fromall child and young adul t
surveys, all child assessnent scores, and a set of constructed
vari abl es based on information fromthe NLSY79 not hers’
| ongi tudi nal record. These maternal variables (attached to each
child record) include information on maternal househol d
conposition, enploynent, pre- and postnatal care, famly
background, health, and child care. Data on the CD were
collected in the 1979-98 surveys of the main NLSY79 cohort and
in the special biennial surveys of the children begun in 1986.
Due to space constraints, the nothers’ conplete records can no
| onger be included on the child and young adult CD. I ndividuals
interested in linking other nother information with child
information can extract female data fromthe main NLSY79 CD ROM
and nerge it wth data fromthe child disc using a statistica
package.

After the release of the main child and young adult CD, a
new geocode CD will be prepared for the young adults. This disc

will contain detail ed geographic data about the residences of



young adult respondents, and will be released only to
researchers who conplete a confidentiality agreenent. This
process follows the sane basic guidelines as the NLSY79 main
cohort geocode. Contact NLS User Services (see the back of this
newsl etter) for nore information. The rel ease date for this new
geocode disc has not yet been determned; availability wll be
announced in a future issue of NLS News.

The child and young adult CD-ROMw || be acconpani ed by a
Data Users Cuide, which provides information about the
adm ni stration of the various survey instrunents and
assessnents, and supplies inportant details concerning the data.
Al so available is a set of young adult appendi xes with codi ng
and variable creation information not contained in the codebook.
A docunent entitled The 1998 NLSY79 Child Assessnents: Sel ected
Tables is currently available in paper formfrom NLS User
Services. A nunber of docunentation itens also are available in
el ectronic formon the NLSY79 Child Internet site at
http://ww. chrr. ohi o-state. edu/ nl sy79-chil dya/.

Researchers interested in purchasing the child and young

adult data should contact NLS User Services.



NLSY97 Early Results Conference

In m d- Novenber 1999, a “Conference of Early Results fromthe
Nat i onal Longitudi nal Survey of Youth, 1997 Cohort” was held at
the Bureau of Labor Statistics. This 2-day conference invol ved
the presentation of numerous papers that anal yzed the round 1
NLSY97 data or conpared its results to those of its predecessor
t he NLSY79.

The early results conference divided the presentations into
several topical areas. This article briefly describes the topics
of each session; a list of the paper titles and authors is
avai l able on the NLS web site
(http://stats.bls.gov/nlshone. htm). The authors plan to rel ease
final versions of the conference papers over the next several
mont hs; interested users should watch future issues of the NLS
News for information about public availability of the research.
Citations for the final papers also will be added to the online

NLS bi bl i ography (http://ww. nl sbi bliography.org).

Enpl oyment of youths. |In this session, papers on youth
enpl oynent exam ned the initiation of 12- and 13-year-olds into
the | abor market, conpared the enpl oynent of 15- and 16-year-

olds in the NLSY97 and NLSY79 cohorts, and investigated the



enpl oynent experiences and mgration patterns of rural youth and
young adul ts.

These papers exploit the detailed job data gathered by the
NLSY97 to exam ne early enpl oynent anong youths. A nunber of
surveys limt the collection of enploynent information to youths
ages 16 and older. However, the NLSY97 asks all respondents
about jobs held so that researchers can exam ne early | abor
mar ket experiences. In the survey, respondents ages 14 and
above are asked about all freelance and enpl oyee jobs held since
the age of 14. Freelance jobs involve doing one or a few tasks
W thout a specific “boss,” |ike baby-sitting or nowi ng | awns, or
wor king for oneself. In an enployee job, the youth has an on-
going relationship with a particular enployer, such as working
in a supermarket or restaurant. Twelve- and thirteen-year-old
respondents are asked about jobs held since the age of 12; the

data show that these youths mainly hold freel ance jobs.

Educati onal plans and preparation. Turning to education, two
papers exam ned the inpact of famly characteristics and
parental involvenent on the youth’s tinme use and achi evenent;
the remai ning research focused on the di mnishing effect of
famly incone and wealth on plans to attend coll ege. The
detai |l ed data gat hered on schooling, described elsewhere in this

newsl etter, permt researchers to explore a variety of topics



related to educational experiences and outcones. In addition,
round 1 includes questions regarding a respondent’s expectations

for his or her future educational attai nnent.

Del i nquency and antisoci al behaviors. The round 1 NLSY97 survey
i ncluded the collection of a |arge anmount of information on the
respondent’s participation in a variety of antisocial behaviors,
including crimnal and delinquent activities, snoking, drinking,
and drug use. Conbining these data, gathered mainly in the self-
adm ni stered section of the survey, with other information about
t he respondent, research in this session focused on correl ates
of delinquent and crim nal behavior anong adol escents. The scope
of the data in the NLSY97 permts consideration of a range of
possi bl e correlates, including school quality, work experience,
penalties for crinme and substance use, fam |y background, and

geogr aphi ¢ resi dence.

Soci al prograns and youth. Wth recent reforns of the welfare
system there is a growing research interest in the efficacy of
vari ous public assistance and governnent social progranms. |In
round 1, the NLSY97 gathered information about participation in
various social prograns fromthe youth and his or her responding
parent .

Taki ng advantage of these data, research in this session

exam ned topics such as the long-term benefits of Head Start,
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participation in school-to-work transition prograns, and the

rel ati onshi p between food stanp participation and health. The
program participation data, coupled with the detailed

i nformation on household inconme and assets collected from both
yout hs and respondi ng parents, also permtted an anal ysis of how

poverty can be measured using survey data.

Race differences in youth behaviors. Because the NLSY97 contains
an oversanpl e of black and Hi spani c respondents, researchers are
able to focus on race and ethnic differences with regard to nmany
of the topics described elsewhere in this article. At the early
results conference, research of this type exam ned the origins
and inpacts of racial and ethnic differences in areas as diverse
as expectations about educational attainment and chil dbeari ng,

sexual activity, youth enploynent, and schooling outcones.

Fam ly influences on youth. Many researchers are interested in
examning the role that the famly plays in determ ning youth
out cones, both positive and negative. Because the NLSY97
collects information regarding the youths relationships with
their parents, contact with absent parents, and househol d
structure, in addition to the data on topics |like education and
enpl oynent, researchers can exam ne how yout hs m ght be

i nfluenced by famly situations and behavi ors. Further, the



presence of a parent interview for nost youth respondents
permts conparisons of the reports of parents and teens.

Papers presented in this session used the fam |y background
data in the NLSY97 to assess the inpact of the famly on
out cones such as enploynent, grades in school, substance use,
sexual activity, and participation in delinquent and crim nal
activity. Researchers al so conpared parent and youth

expectations regarding future adverse outcones.

Sexual and fertility behavior by youths. The NLSY97 survey
collects detailed information on fertility fromall respondents
with children, including data on the characteristics of the
child s other parent. In addition, the self-adm nistered section
of the survey asks respondents who are at |l east 14 years old a
series of questions about their sexual experiences, including
use of contraceptives. These detailed data on fertility and
sexual activity coupled with information on the respondents’

fam |y background, education, and enpl oynent experiences all owed
researchers in this section to exam ne possi bl e causes and

consequences of chil dbearing, dating, and sexual activity.

Data quality and conparisons. The w de range of information
avai lable in the NLSY97 permts conparisons wth other national
statistics and the analysis of data quality. For exanple, two

conference papers conpared NLSY97 data to information fromthe
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Current Popul ation Survey. In addition, the NLSY97 survey
contains a nunber of questions simlar to those asked of

previ ous NLS cohorts, allow ng researchers to anal yze cross-
generational simlarities and differences on a variety of

topics. Finally, because the round 1 NLSY97 survey included both
a youth and parent interview for many respondents, researchers
have the opportunity to conpare data collected fromdifferent
menbers of the househol d.

The NLSY97 early results conference was jointly sponsored
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the Joint Center for
Poverty Research. Additional funding was provided by The Ford
Foundati on, the Foundation for Child Devel opnent, the WT. G ant
Foundation, the Russell Sage Foundation, The Spencer Foundati on,
the U S. Departnent of Labor, and the Ofice of Juvenile Justice
and Del i nquency Prevention. Core funding for the Joint Center
for Poverty Research conmes fromthe Assistant Secretary for
Program Eval uation, U S. Departnent of Health and Human

Ser vi ces.
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Transfers of Tinme and Money: Mature and Young Wonen

Many baby boonmers have the responsibility of taking care of
el derly parents or in-laws, while others are providing noney to
support their elderly parents. Additionally, baby booners are
hel ping their children with educati on expenses, costs of
weddi ngs and new fam |ies, house purchases, child care, and so
on. These transfers across generations are of increasing
interest to researchers and governnent policynakers.

Recent surveys of the mature and young wonmen NLS cohorts
have included questions about transfers of tinme and noney to a
respondent’s parents and children. This article first discusses
guestions about parental transfers, and then noves to
i nformati on avail abl e about transfers to and froma respondent’s

chi |l dren.

Parents and transfers
The 1993 survey of young wonen introduced a new section,
entitled “Parents and Transfers”; simlar questions were
addressed to both the mature and young wonen’s cohorts in 1997.
This section was added to collect data on the financial inpact
agi ng parents have on their children and to record transfers

respondents have received in the formof inheritances.
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Respondent s answered i n-depth questions about parental health,
marital status, inconme, housing, and transfers of tine and
noney.

In both surveys, the parent and in-|law questions referred
to the nother and father identified by the respondent as the
peopl e who played the nost inportant role in raising her and, if
she is married, in raising her husband. The parents nay be
bi ol ogi cal, step-, or adoptive parents.

The section began wi th biographical and health information
about the respondent’s parents and in-laws, living and deceased.
Details were then coll ected about the parents’ residence,

i ncl udi ng whether the parent lived in a nursing home, and the
di stance the parent lived fromthe respondent. In 1997, if one
or nore of the respondent’s or her husband's parents lived in

t he same househol d as the respondent, the survey coll ected

i nformati on about whether the parent(s) contributed to the
runni ng of the househol d. Respondents al so provided information
about the financial situation of their parents and in-laws by
answering questions about parental incone, the value of the
parents’ honme (1993 young wonen only), and the net worth of the
parents’ assets. Residence and financial questions referred to
the surviving parents of the respondent, as well as to her
husband’ s parents; stepparents were included only when married

to a biological parent.
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In addition to this basic background information, the 1993
young wonen survey and the 1997 surveys col |l ected extensive data
about transfers of tine and noney to the respondent’s |iving
parents and parents-in-law. The respondent first reported
transfers to her father and his current wife, whether that was
the respondent’s nother or another person. If the respondent’s
parents were not currently married, she next reported transfers
to her nother and her current husband. This process was repeated
for the respondent’s husband’s father and his wife and finally,
if applicable, for the husband s nother and her husband.
Transfers were not reported separately for a married couple; for
exanpl e, noney given to a father and his wife was reported as
one anount.

In 1997, questions about tinme transfers asked about two
types of assistance: help with personal care (defined in the
survey as help wth dressing, eating, cutting hair, or any other
care involving the body) and help with household chores and
errands (activities such as house cleaning, yard work, cooking,
house repairs, car repairs, shopping, and trips to doctors).
Respondents in both cohorts first reported whether they had
spent any tine in the past 12 nonths hel ping each parent or
couple with personal care and stated how many hours over the
past 12 nonths they had spent hel ping each parent. The sane

guestions were repeated for tinme spent helping with household
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chores or running errands. In the 1993 young wonen survey, the
two types of tine transfers were conbined into one general help
guesti on.

Finally, respondents provided information about financi al
transfers to each parent or couple in the previous 12 nonths.
Regarding | oans, the first type of financial assistance,
respondents in the 1997 surveys of both cohorts stated whether
they had made any | oans, the value of the |oan, and whether they
expected the anobunt to be repaid. Respondents then reported the
total value of gifts given in the past 12 nonths, if the gifts
had a total value of at |east $100. The | ast question about
nmoney transfers asked about the val ue of other financial
support, such as paying bills or expenses w thout the
expectation of being paid back. As wwth time transfers, the 1993
young wonen survey asked about all financial transfers in one
guestion, rather than breaking theminto separate categories.

In addition to questions about transfers of tine and noney
to their parents, respondents in the 1993 young wonen survey
answered simlar questions about transfers of tinme and noney
fromtheir parents and their husband' s parents. This enables
researchers to examne transfers in both directions.

For the first time, the 1997 transfers section asked
respondents in both cohorts whet her deceased parents had a w ||

and the amount of the estate. If the estate was not divi ded
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evenly anong the surviving children, the respondent was asked to
expl ain the reason

In addition to the questions about transfers to parents,
mat ure wonen who had a daughter in the young wonmen cohort al so
provided information in 1997 about transfers of tinme and noney
recei ved from each daughter and her spouse. This reciprocal
collection of information allows researchers to conpare nothers
responses about transfers received to the information provided
by daughters about transfers given. Users can thus eval uate
differences in perceptions about transfers and the quality of
t hese dat a.

Tabl e 1 provides basic information about the nunber of
respondents in the universe for each major topic in the 1997
transfers section. These totals do not inply that al
respondents answered every question on a given topic; they are
shown to give researchers a general idea of the anbunt of data

avai l abl e.
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Table 1. Universe information for the 1997 transfers section

Item Mat ure wonmen |Young wonmen

Total respondents interviewed 2,608 3, 049
Nunber of respondents:

Wth at |east one living parent
(respondent’ s or husband’ s) 475 2,312

Providing tinme transfers to any parent 266 1, 049

Providing financial transfers to any 201 1,083
par ent

Provi ding any type of transfer to any 324 1 521
par ent ’

Answering questions on estate of father 2. 147 1,672
and/ or not her

Wth informati on avail able from speci al 1616 1785
not her - daught er reci procal collection

' The mature and young wonen sanpl es are such that a nunber
of mature wonen have nore than one daughter in the young wonen
cohort. In 1997, sone nmature wonen answered questions about as
many as four daughters, so there is information reported by 616
not hers about transfers provided by 785 daughters.

Children and transfers
To capture conplenentary information about intergenerational
transfers in the opposite direction, the 1999 survey asked both
mat ure and young wonen about transfers involving the
respondent’s children. Included in the data collection were
bi ol ogi cal, step-, and adopted children of both the respondent
and her husband. (The 1999 data are not yet available; the data
rel ease will be announced in a future edition of the NLS News.)
This new section supplenents the fertility data periodically
col l ected since the 1960s, particularly fromthe young wonen.
These data are described in the user’s guides for both wonen's

cohorts.
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The 1999 transfers section initially collected denographic
data, including gender, age or date of birth, highest grade
conpleted, and relationship to the respondent for all children
not residing in the household (these data are in the household
record for children residing in the househol d). Residence
guestions for children outside the household asked about the
di stance each child lived fromthe respondent, whether the child
owned his or her hone, and the hone’s val ue.

The rest of the transfers questions referred only to
children age 19 or older or children ages 14 to 18 who were
married or had a child. If any of the respondent’s children
lived with her and net these universe requirenents, a series of
resi dence questions asked about the child s financial and tine
contributions to the household. If the respondent lived in her
child s househol d, these questions asked her to report her
financial and time contributions to the shared househol d. The
respondent then answered questions about the assets and debts of
each eligible child.

After collecting this prelimnary information, the survey
asked the respondent to report transfers of tine and noney to
and fromup to five children neeting the universe requirenents
descri bed above. Included were separate questions regarding
| oans, gifts, and other financial assistance, as well as tine

transferred for child care, personal care, chores, and errands.

18



These questions were very simlar to the parental series
descri bed above, although additional categories of tinme
transfers were included. If the respondent had nore than five
children, additional information was coll ected about the
remai ning children as a group.

Respondents then provided i nformation about their estates.
| f the respondent had a will, she first stated whether or not
she woul d | eave everything to her husband if she died before he
did. She then stated whether any of her children would be the
beneficiaries if her husband was not alive; if not, the
respondent was asked to explain. If the estate would not be
di vided equal Iy anong the children, she was asked to give a
reason.

The 1999 young wonen survey included a special set of
questions for respondents who had a nother in the mature wonen
cohort. These young wonen described transfers of tinme and noney
to and fromtheir nothers and reported the anmount of their
not hers’ assets and debts. Like the simlar series of 1997
guestions addressed to mature wonen with daughters in the young
wonen cohort, this reciprocal collection of data provides
researchers with an opportunity to assess the quality of the

transfers dat a.
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For nore information
For additional details about the transfers questions, interested
researchers shoul d consult the NLS of Mature Wonen User’s Cui de,
the NLS of Young Wbnen User’s Cuide, or the NLS Handbook. These
manual s al so provide information about other data avail able
regardi ng the respondents’ parents and children. Al of these
docunents, as well as the 1997 rel ease of the mature and young

wonen data, can be obtained from NLS User Services.

School i ng Questions in the NLSY97

This article focuses on schooling information in round 2 of the
NLSY97. In round 1, the NLSY97 interviewed both sanpl e youths
and one of their parents. The respondi ng parent answered
guestions about the educational history of the youth since 7th
grade, and the youth respondent provided infornmation about his
or her current school. In round 2, however, a detailed
gquestionnaire was admnistered only to the youth respondent.

The shift led to changes to the schooling section in the round 2
youth interview. This article describes those changes, starting

with the new structure of the questions and then discussing
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differences in the actual information gathered. Round 2 data

are not yet available to the public.

Changes in questionnaire structure

In round 1, respondents who had not yet attended coll ege
provi ded information only about their current or nobst recent
school. The youth’s information was therefore captured for one
point in time, and the experience questions described in the
school experience section of this article applied only to one
m ddl e or secondary school attended by the youth. The extensive
guestions about coll ege attendance in the schooling section of
the youth survey are simlar in rounds 1 and 2 (only a handf ul
of youths had attended college in round 1).

To conpl enment the youth data, the round 1 parent
gquestionnaire asked respondi ng parents to provide detail ed
i nformati on about the youth’s prior schooling experiences.
Parents provided the nanmes and addresses of each school attended
since 7th grade, grades repeated or skipped, gaps in attendance
of 1 nonth or nore since 7th grade, classes taken during breaks
since 9th grade, and special renedial or gifted classes taken
since 9th grade.

In round 2, the schooling section of the youth

guestionnaire was redesigned. The section first referred to the
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school (current or nost recent) reported by the youth at the
time of the last interview, and then collected information about
all schools attended since the round 1 interview date. The nanes
of these schools and the dates they were attended by the
respondent are organi zed on the NEWSCHOOL roster (school nanes
are not released to the public). After the roster was created,
the survey proceeded to ask about the respondent’s experiences
at each high school or college.

The NEWSCHOCL roster is a new feature of the round 2
schooling section. The roster contains information about the
dates of up to three periods of enrollnent at each school and
the | evel of school attended (el enentary, mddle/junior high,
hi gh school, college). Survey staff recommend that researchers
use the roster itens rather than the raw data itens whenever
possible; it is the best source for dates of enrollnent and
school [ evel

The roster is constructed so that the school reported at
the last interview date is school #01. |If the respondent denies
ever attending this school, it is deleted and the first new
school attended since the last interview becones school #01. The
roster also includes a variable indicating the round in which
the school was first reported (that is, in round 1 or round 2);
researchers shoul d check this variable, rather than assum ng

that school #01 is the school reported during round 1
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Educati onal status and attai nnment
I nformati on on NLSY97 respondents’ educational experiences was
collected in both rounds 1 and 2. The questions on this topic
remai ned generally the sane in both rounds. Respondents first
answered a series of questions designed to determne their
enrol Il ment status. In round 2, respondents first confirmed or
corrected their round 1 enrollnent status before describing
their status on the current interview date. In both surveys,
t hose who were no | onger attending a regular school were
guestioned about their reason for |eaving and the date on which
this separation occurred.

Regardl ess of enroll nent status, all respondents were asked
in both surveys whet her they had ever been suspended from school
and the grade |level (s) at which this had occurred. For each
grade, the surveys also asked the respondent to report the total
nunber of days for which he or she had been suspended. The round
2 survey specifically asked about any suspensions during the
period after the date of the last interview

In round 2, respondents reported gaps in enrollnent of 4
weeks or nore, other than suspensions. These questions asked
about gaps since the last interview and the reason for each gap,
such as illness or sumer vacation. (In round 1, gaps since 7th

grade were reported by the respondi ng parent.)
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In round 1, respondents in the 12th grade or | ower were
al so questioned about the nunber of days they were absent from
school during the fall 1996 term No simlar questions were
included in the round 2 interview

After collecting enrollnment information, the questionnaire
asked respondents about their educational attainnment. In both
rounds 1 and 2, all respondents stated the hi ghest grade | evel
they had attended and the hi ghest grade | evel conpleted. In
round 2, data fromround 1 were confirned or corrected before
information since the date of last interview was collected. If a
respondent was enrolled in high school on the interview date,
information was collected in both rounds on the date he or she
expected to graduate from hi gh school.

Round 1 respondents who were either enrolled in college, or
who were not enrolled but reported their highest grade |evel
attended as 8th grade or higher, were asked whet her they had
recei ved a high school degree. In round 2, this question was
addressed to respondents who listed their highest grade
conpl eted as 12th or higher. After establishing that a
respondent had received a high school diplonma, both surveys
asked for the date on which the degree was received and the nane
of the high school fromwhich the degree was earned. Both
i nterviews asked respondents who reported earning a GED about

the date on which it was earned and the State in which it was
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conferred, as well as any training programused to earn the GED
| f the respondent reported college enrollnent, information was

collected on the type of degree sought.

School experience

The NLSY97 surveys gathered detail ed data about the respondent’s
experiences in high school and coll ege. These questions were

| argely the sane in rounds 1 and 2, except that, in round 1
informati on was col | ected about only one K-12 school and, in
round 2, information was collected about all schools attended
since the last interview (including the school reported in round
1 if the respondent had attended it since the round 1 interview

date).

H gh school experiences. For respondents who reported attending
the 9th grade or higher, data were collected on the course of
study in high school and on the types of math, science, and
ot her (such as conputer progranmm ng, word processing, honme
econom cs) courses they took in the 7th through the 12th grades.
In round 1, respondents al so were asked whet her each math and/ or
sci ence course was an honors course.

Both rounds 1 and 2 questioned respondents who were
enrolled in high school, or who were no | onger enrolled but had

attended 8th grade, about the overall marks they had received in
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the 8th grade (for exanple, nostly As, about half As and Bs).
Those who were enrolled in college or who were no | onger
enrolled in a regular school were surveyed on the overall marks
they had received fromthe 9th to the 12th grades.

In addition, round 1 respondents enrolled in grades 12 or
| ower during the fall of 1996 were asked a series of questions
about their experiences at school during the fall of 1996. These
guestions covered the nunber of tines that they had had
sonet hing of value stolen fromthem at school, that soneone had
threatened to hurt them that they had gotten into a physical
fight at school, or that they had been |ate for school w thout

an excuse.

Col | ege experiences. Although relatively few respondents were
enrolled in college during the first two rounds of the survey, a
nunber of questions gathered infornmation about college
experiences. These questions will continue to be included in
future interviews as nore respondents attend col |l ege.

For each coll ege attended, the respondent reported the
total nunber of credits that he or she had earned at that
coll ege, as well as the nunber that he or she had earned from
sources outside that coll ege. The respondent then stated the
type of diploma or degree sought and the total nunber of credits

required for that degree. The surveys al so asked whet her each
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school was public or private, the termsystem of the school, and
the grading scale used to figure students’ grade point average.
In addition, the round 1 survey asked each respondent who
reported college enrollnment to state the total nunber of years
that he or she had attended any 2-year colleges and any 4-year
col l eges and the total nunber of different coll eges attended. If
they had earned a degree by the round 2 survey date, respondents
were asked for the type of degree (for exanple, associate,
bachelor’s, master’s) and the nonth and year in which it was
conferred.

After establishing the dates of each term attended, the
surveys asked the respondent to state the nunber of credits
taken and the nunber of credits earned during each term Term
specific data were collected on the respondent’s full- or part-
time status, grade point average (GPA); primary and secondary
maj or; and any renedial English, witing, or math cl asses the
respondent may have taken.

Both rounds also collected financial information related to
col | ege attendance. For each term respondents provided
informati on on the cost of room and board and the anount of
tuition and fees. In round 1, the tuition question asked about
the anount paid by a full-tinme student, regardl ess of the
respondent’ s enrol |l ment status; respondents reported both in-

state and out-of-state rates if they attended a publicly
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supported institution. In round 2, the question asked for the
anount of tuition actually paid by the youth. Finally, the
respondent was questioned about source(s) and anmounts of
financial aid received during his or her tenure at each coll ege,
and the amount that he or she paid toward col |l ege expenses using

earni ngs or savi ngs.

Achi evenent tests
Achi evenent test information was coll ected during both rounds 1
and 2. In round 1, these questions were addressed to respondents
who were enrolled in or who |ast attended the 9th grade or
hi gher and to respondents with a GED or a high school diploma
The round 2 universe was limted to respondents who had attended
11t h grade or higher.

In both rounds, the NLSY97 questioned these respondents
about the SAT | and Anerican Col |l ege Test (ACT). For each test
reported, the respondent stated the grade |evel(s) at which he
or she took the test and the highest score received on each test
(SAT | Verbal, SAT I Math, and ACT). In both rounds, respondents
reported which Advanced Pl acenent (AP) tests they had taken (for
exanpl e, biology, history, economcs); in round 1, they also
stated the grade |level (s) at which they took the tests and the

hi ghest score received.
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School - based | earni ng prograns
Any respondent enrolled in a secondary school during the
reference period was asked whether the school has a day on which
adults come to talk about their jobs. In round 1, those who
reported a highest grade attended of 9th through 12th grades
were then asked about their participation in any school - based
| earni ng prograns, such as apprenticeships or nentoring. In
round 2, these questions were addressed to all respondents
currently enrolled at any |evel.

Bot h surveys asked for the characteristics of the nost
recent program including the type of program the nunber of
days or weeks spent at a work site, and the nunber of hours per
day or week spent at the work site. If the respondent was paid
for participating in the program he or she was asked to give
the rate of pay. Ot her questions include whether the respondent
took any classes at the work site, and whether the enpl oyer

wrote an eval uati on of himor her.

For nore information

Researchers interested in further details about the schooling
data should consult the NLSY97 User’s Quide and exam ne the

guestionnaires to revi ew exact question wordi ng and universe
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information for variables of interest. The round 1 NLSY97 data
and acconpanyi ng docunentati on products are available from NLS
User Services; round 2 data and docunentation will be avail abl e

in the near future.

Frequent|ly Asked Questions

NLS User Services encourages researchers to contact themwth
questions and probl ens they have encountered whil e accessi ng and
using NLS data or docunentation. Every effort is nade to answer
these inquiries. Sone recently asked questions that may be of
general interest to NLS users are listed belowwth their

answer s.

QL: | would like information about the NLSY79 respondents prior
to 1979. The user’s guide nentions a 1978 screener interview,

al so, there are several questions in the 1979 interview that
suggest data collection prior to that survey (such as, variable
R02156., “Weks Wirked since Last Interview). Are the data from

these prior interviews available to the public?

Al: The only interview conducted with this cohort prior to 1979

was the household screener. This instrunent was used to sel ect
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NLSY79-eligible individuals in sanpled househol ds. The basic
data fromthe screener are avail able on the NLSY79 CD. Questions
in the 1979 survey that referred to the period since |ast
interview actually collected information for the period since
January 1, 1978. The variable titles used the phrase since |ast
interview rather than since January 1, 1978 to maintain
consistency in the titles between that first interview year and
subsequent surveys.

The 1979 survey al so included several questions about the
respondent’s famly background, typically referencing the tine
when the youth was 14 years of age. These questions may provide

sone of the information you are | ooking for.

Q: What does Job#1-5 signify in variable titles? Is it possible

to match one of these with the CPS job?

A2: Data for up to five jobs (enployers) are rel eased per survey
year; the jobs are nunbered 1 through 5 from nost recent to

| east recent for the period since the date of last interview 1In
1979 and 1993-98, Job 1 is always the CPS job. In all other
years, the CPS job is usually Job 1, but it nmay be Job 2 to 5.
In these years, there is a variable for each job, called INT

Check — I's Job #x Sane As Current Job (such asR03377.), that
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identifies whether it is the CPS job. For nore information on
the collection of enployer information, refer to the Jobs and

Enpl oyers section of the NLSY79 User’s Qui de.

@B: | have a question about respondent school enroll nent status
during round 1 of the NLSY97. Two variables, “Currently
Attending or Enrolled in School” (R00305.) and “KEY! ENROLLED Is
R Currently Enrolled?” (R05368.), seemto indicate the sane
thing, but I found the nunbers of yes and no responses for these
guestions to be different. Wich variable should | use to

determ ne enroll nent status on the round 1 interview date?

A3: KEY! ENROLLED (R05368.) is a nore accurate representation of
the respondent's enroll nent status. R00305. is an initial
guestion within the survey during which the respondent reports
his or her status. However, this question is followed by other,
nore detail ed questions about issues such as summer vacation and
plans to attend school in the next termthat may affect
enrol | ment status. KEY!'ENRCLLED is created fromthe final roster
after all questions and clarifications are nade. For nore

i nformati on about how enroll nent status was determ ned in round
1, particularly for respondents interviewed during the sunmer,

i nterested researchers should consult the NLSY97 User’s Qui de.
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: In the round 1 NLSY97, question R00329. records the type of
school /curriculum The response categories are "public,"
"Catholic," "private-nonreligious," and so forth. One of the
response categories is "alternative" (obviously for alternative
school). Can | find out what types of schools are included in
this category—for exanple, does this grouping include charter

school s?

Ad: W asked the youth to |look at a card with the six categories
defined in question R00329. and to tell us which category best
descri bes what type of school he or she attends. W did not

i nfl uence or recode the answers to this question. Youths
attending a charter school had to decide which of the |isted

categories they felt best described their school.

AreYou Working With NL S Data?
If you are, we are interested in your work!

Have you received funding to sponsor a project using NL S data?
Are you working on a paper that uses NL S data?
Have you published a recent paper using NLS data?

If you have received funding on a project, are working on a paper, or have published a
recent paper that uses NL S data, please contact: User Services, Center for Human Resource
Research, 921 Chatham Lane, Suite 100, Columbus, OH 43221. Phone: (614) 442-7300; e-
mail: user svc@pewter .chrr.ohio-state.edu

33




